Observation of D 0 −D 0 oscillations by BaBaR and Belle collaborations [1, 2] has revived the theoretical interest to this phenomenon.
It has been recently argued by C. H. Chen, C. Q. Geng and S. H. Nam [3] 
In this letter it is shown that GIM mechanism cancels out the effect observed in ref. [3] , thus one must still use the bound |y LR | ≤ 0.88 · 10
imposed by E. Golowich, S. Pakvasa and A. A. Petrov [5] . However, the result of ref. [3] indicates that perhaps within the LR model there may be some diagrams, not considered so far, that somehow weaken the constraint on y LR , given by (3). We consider the same type of the box diagrams that has been considered in ref. [3] , with one of ∆C = 1 transitions mediated by a propagator with W L − W R mixing (Fig. 1) . Note that W R part of the propagator couples with the u-quark, which allows one to remove a power of the suppression in terms of λ = sin θ C ≈ 0.23.
However, while the analysis of [3] has been restricted by considering only the diagrams with the intermediate s- LR . Using the approach described in ref. [5] , it is straightforward to show that
where
and the notations in (4) and(5) are the same as in ref. [3] . Formulae (4) and (5) are generalization of formulae (3) and (4) of ref. [3] for the case when both s-and d-quark intermediate states are considered, thus C LR → C′ LR and sum over q, q ′ is implemented. Else, in order to get equation (5), one must keep in the expression for I 4 (x q x q ′ ) [5] higher order terms in the expansion in powers of x q and x q ′ . It is worth to note that dependence on x q appears only in the next-to-next-to-leading order terms.
It is clear from (5) that if one takes the limit
Thus, formula (4) is significantly simplified:
As it follows from (6) -(8), in the limit m d = 0 there is additional contribution (as compared to that of ref. [3] ) from the diagram in Fig. 1 when q 
, it is not hard to see that s . This is manifestation of GIM cancelation: sum of C ss LR and C ds LR is much less in absolute value than these quantities by themselves.
Using the unitarity condition,
one gets after doing some algebra
ub has non-negligible phase [6] , thus one must explicitly indicate that the real part of this product is only relevant. It is assumed no new source of CP-violation [5] (V R is real and no spontaneous CP-violation). In this case, the impact of CP-violating effects on ∆Γ D is negligible.
Usually one puts V
us , thus keeping in expression for y only higher order terms in x s . In our case this approach is not valid. Indeed, using
is not hard to see that the first term in the square brackets in (10) dominates over the second one, for A ≈ 0.82, λ ≈ 0.23 ρ ≈ 0.23 [6] and x s ≡ m s /m c ≈ 0.007. Then, one may rewrite equation (6) in a following form:
LR ∼ 10 −7 , instead of being ∼ 10 −3 as it is stated in ref. [3] .
Indeed, choosing the numerical values of the parameters in (11), 12) the same as in [3] , one gets
Thus, box diagrams with one of ∆C = 1 transitions such as presented in Fig. 1 give in sum negligible contribution to the lifetime difference in D 0 −D 0 mixing. In other words, the effect, observed in [3] , disappears if (approximate) GIM cancelation in this type of diagrams is taken into account.
In what follows, one must still use the bound of ref.
[5] on y LR , given by equation (3) . This bound implies that within the non-manifest Left-Right Symmetric Model, new physics contribution to to the lifetime difference in D 0 −D 0 mixing is rather small. On the other hand, there are still few diagrams within the Left-Right model that contribute to D 0 −D 0 mixing and that have not been considered so far, mostly because they are believed to be negligible. The result of ref. [3] however indicates that perhaps some of these diagrams may have non-negligible contribution, at least in some corners of the parameter space of the theory, where M WR is still less than 1TeV [7] . Thus, there is still a chance to weaken the constraint on y LR given by equation (3) . One may therefore conclude that within the non-manifest LeftRight symmetric model, the lifetime difference in D 0 −D 0 mixing deserves more detailed and careful study.
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